With the 3 rd edition of the International Code of Phytosociological Nomenclature, a special Committee was established to faciliate and accelerate the decision of the Nomenclature Commission on submitted proposals for nomina ambigua, nomina inversa, nomina mutata, and nomina conservanda. Here we present the fi rst report of this Committee. In the fi rst part of the paper, a short overview of the major problems related with each of the four categories is given. In the second part, 19 proposals are discussed together with a recommendation whether the proposal should be accepted or rejected. Authors who wish to submit a proposal to the Nomenclature Commission are asked to use this report as a guideline.
Introduction
The International Code of Phytosociological Nomenclature (in the following referred to as the "Code") is based on two main principles: the principle of priority, and the type method (Weber et al. 2000) . Both are established to promote stability and to ensure the unambiguous application of names of syntaxa. In order to avoid the maintenance or re-introduction of misleading names or the rejection of well-known and long-accepted ones due to the rigid application of the rules, the Code provides the possibility to establish nomina ambigua (Art. 36), nomina inversa (Art. 42), nomina mutata (Art. 45), and nomina conservanda (Art. 52). The application of these categories requires a specifi c set of actions by the users of the Code as well as the Nomenclature Commission which is regulated in the respective articles. The publication of a nomen ambiguum, nomen inversum, nomen mutatum or nomen conservandum remains provisional until the Nomenclature Commission accepts or rejects it. To faciliate and accelerate the decision of the Nomenclature Commission, a special Committee was established, and authors were asked to send copies of their proposals to this board. Instructions for proposals and a list of possibly needed supporting documents are given in the Code (Weber et al. 2000: 764) . The adopted or rejected proposals are to be published as appendices of the Code, and after the publication of a nomen ambiguum, nomen inversum, nomen mutatum or nomen conservandum in one of these appendices, its application is obligatory.
That is theory. In practice, however, things have developed in a slightly different way: So far, only few authors have sent proposals to the Committee, and in most cases the documents enclosed were not suffi cient for a defi nite decision. Meanwhile, the phytosociological literature is littered with provisional nomina ambigua proposita, nomina inversa proposita, nomina mutata proposita, and nomina conservanda proposita, mostly without or with only marginal discussion of the reasons for the proposals. Obviously, most authors are not aware of the many pitfalls in the application of the articles mentioned above. In the following, we want to give a short overview of the major problems related with each of the four categories. Subsequently, we list and discuss some proposals submitted to the Committee, together with a recommendation whether the proposal should be accepted or rejected.
The present paper is intended to serve as a guideline to authors who wish to submit a proposal to the Nomenclature Commission. The author of the proposal should give basic information on the syntaxa and names involved, including considerations of validity, date and typifi cation. A statement of the cases both for and against rejection/alteration/conservation must be given. If there are different options to handle the matter, proposers should explain their implications and state the reasons for their own preference. Proposals not matching these standards cannot be treated by the Committee. The list of submitted proposals will be continued in subsequent reports.
Rejection, correction, and conservation of syntaxonomic names
A validly published name according to the formal requirements of the Code must not be rejected or corrected because it is considered to be less adequate
